Summary of mall suvey responses

AWWARF Residential End Use Study

NORTH AMERICAN END USE STUDY

Comparative Summary of Survey Responses and Billing Data

No. of SF No.of | Avg. Annual Std. Dev. No.of |% Survey Qla Qib Qic Qid
Accounts Q1000 | Consumption Annual Survey | Reponse # of Toilets # bathtub wishower # bathtub only # showes only
(screened DB)| Accounts Q1000 Consumption | Responses Mean Mode Median|{Mean Mode Median] Mean Mode Median] Mean Mode Median
K. gakions K. galions
Boulder, Colorado 16904 1000 134.1 745 459 459% [ 248 2 2 132 1 1 14 0 0 0.73 1 1
Denves, Colorado 174688 1000 160.4 111.8 466 466% | 233 2 2 116 1 1 0.2 0 0 0.73 1 1
Eugene, Oregon 27523 983 107.8 56.8 510 51.9% | 1.91 2 2 105 1 1 016 © 0 0.57 1 1
Seattle, Washington NA 1000 107.8 64.6 497 49.7% | 2.20 2 2 1.21 1 1 0.13 1] 0 0.62 1 1
San Diego, California 198901 101 1501 100.2 432 47.7% [ 218 2 2 115 1 1 0620 O ] 0.75 1 1
Tampa, Florida 99000 1017 98.9 770 366 360% [1.76 2 2 115 1 1 0.11 0 1] 0.46 0 0
Phoenix, Arizona 254781 1000 230.4 151.5 428 426% | 219 2 2 1.30 1 1 0.24 [}] 0 0.75 1 1
Tempe, Arizona 29700 400 184.9 150.4 220 55% 213 2 2 118 1 1 0ig © [ 0.79 1 1
Scottsdale, Arizona 42811 600 1849 150.4 333 56% 245 2 2 132 1 1 03 O 0 0.90 1 1
Waterloo, Ontasio 18038 400 68.8 349 259 65% 240 2 2 1.07 1 1 014 o0 0 0.69 1 1
Cambridge, Ontario 28774 600 718 75.6 303 51% 200 2 2 108 1 1 015 © 0 0.42 1] [1]
Wainut Valley, California 18307 1000 206.2 1275 374 8% 2.51 2 2 146 1t 1 106 1 1 1.22 1 1
Las Virgenes, California 12740 1062 303.3 349.8 409 39% 3.23 3 3 1.56 1 1 0.43 1 0 1.25 1 1
Lompoc, California 5740 1000 103.1 64.8 467 47% 2.04 2 2 1.01 1 1 0.21 0 0 0.77 1 1
Q24 Q25 Q25a Q25b Q25¢ Qz25d
importa of vation {5 = most important} tried conservation? shotter showers | I showes haads todet insacts ulf toilet
1 2 3 4 5 NR YES NO D.iKnow NR
YES NO YES NO YES NO | YES NO
Boulder, Colorado 2.0% 5.9% 17.4% 26.8% 41% 46% |85.4% 10.9% 2.8% 0.4% |35.3% 64.7% [37.0% 63.0%| 14.8% 85.2%|16.3% 83.7%
Denver, Colorado 2.4% 3.0% 18.0% 28.1% 42.5% 6.0% [884% 7.5% 2.8% 1.3% [38.2% 61.8% {37.7% 62.2%] 20.2% 79.8%|20.2% 79.8%
Eugene, Oregon 2.4% 4.3% 15.9% 22.4% 51.0% 41% [87.6% 8.8% 24% 1.2% [36.3% 63.7% }71.4% 28.6%) 14.1% 85.9%{11.2% 88.8%
Seattie, Washington 0.8% 22% 8.9% 24.5% 61.2% 1.4% 193.2% 4.6% 22% 0.0% }47.9% 52.1% |57.7% 42.3%] 28.0% 72.0%[20.3% 79.7%
San Diego, California 0.6% 1.5% 5.0% 22.6% 68.9% 1.5% 196.1% 1.9% 1.7% 0.4% |60.4% 39.6% |64.3% 35.7%| 32.8% 67.2%(43.2% 56.8%
Tampa, Florida 1.1% 22% 3.0% 14.5% 76.5% 27% [88.8% 6.8% 3.6% 0.8% 45.1% 54.9% ]43.7% 56.3%) 24.6% 75.4%|20.5% 79.5%
Phoenix, Arizona 1.6% 1.9% 7.3% 17.6% 69.7% 1.9% {87.6% 9.2% 26% 0.7% j41.8% 58.2% [44.8% 55.2%| 24.6% 75.4%|{17.8% 82.2%
Tempe, Arizona 0.5% 1.4% 11.8% 15.9% 68.2% 23% [845% 10.0% 23% 3.2% |34.1% 65.9% [38.2% 61.8%| 21.4% 78.6%[15.5% 84.5%
Scottsdale, Arizona 0.9% 27% 7.2% 20.1% 65.5% 3.6% [86.5% 10.2% 2.1% 1.2% [45.3% 54.7% {42.9% 57.1%] 16.5% 83.5%)23.1% 76.9%
Waterioo, Ontario 0.4% 27% 6.9% 21.6% 63.7% 46% [81.9% 66% 27% 8.9% ]35.5% 64.5% |54.1% 45.9%) 36.7% 63.3%|16.2% 83.8%
Cambyidge, Ontario 1.6% 1.3% 7.5% 19.6% 64.4% 56% [83.3% 59% 4.6% 62%]382% 61.8% |55.9% 43.8%] 32.0% 68.0%[19.3% 30.7%
Walnut Valley, California 0.3% 0.8% 9.6% 21.9% 65.2% 21% [91.4% 40% 1.1% 3.5% |54.3% 45.7% [{51.6% 48.4%] 29.7% 70.3%)26.5% 73.5%
Las Visgenes, California 0.7% 1.2% 8.6% 21.0% 66.5% 20% [91.9% 34% 1.7% 2.9%|55.0% 45.0% |57.0% 43.0%] 33.0% 67.0%|37.7% 62.3%
Lompoc, California 1.5% 1.5% 7.9% 21.6% 65.5% 1.9% J86.9% 62% 1.7% 51%]53.7% 46.3% |52.7% 47.3%| 19.5% 80.5%|31.3% 68.7%
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Summarsy of mail suivey responses AWWARF Reasidential End Use Sludy
Qte Qif Qg Qih Q2a Q2b
# whirlpool tub # bathroom sink # kitchen sink # indoor utility/garage sink garbage disposal top lbading wash
Mean Mode Median|Mean Mode Median|Mean Mode Median| Mean Mode Median I %Yes %No %Yes C°ANo %NR
Boulder, Colorado a.07 1] 0 2.65 2 3 1.09 1 1 0.29 0 0 92.8% 6.7% 02%]963% 35% 0.0%
Denver, Colorado 0.08 0 0 21 2 2 1.08 1 1 0.37 0 a 87.1% 127% 02% | 94.6% 47% 0.6%
Eugene, Oregon 0.04 0 0 1.97 2 2 1.05 1 1 0.34 [} 0 63.5% 347% 1.8% ] 86.1% 3.1% 0.8%
Seattie, Washington 0.06 0 1] 2.29 2 2 1.08 1 1 0.51 1 0 61.4% 36.4% 2.2% ) 96.6% 3.0% 04%
San Diego, California 0.04 (] 1] 234 2 2 1.05 1 1 0.44 [ 0 84.2% 14.5% 1.2% | 94.4% 438% 0.8%
Tampa, Florida 0.03 0 0 1.79 1 2 1.07 1 1 0.23 1] ] 36.3% 58.2% 55% | 89.9% 9.6% 0.5%
Phoenix, Arizona 0.07 0 0 2.5 2 2 1.07 1 1 0.24 0 0 73.5% 26.3% 0.2%)]96.9% 28% 02%
Tempe, Arizona 0.06 0 0 256 2 2 1.06 1 1 0.19 0 0 84.1% 155% 05% | 955% 4.1% 05%
Scotisdale, Arizona 0.15 0 0 310 2 3 1.08 1 1 0.38 0 Q 90.4% 87% 09%[93.8% 09% 03%
'Waterioo, Ontario 0.17 0 1] 2.47 2 2 1.26 1 1 0.78 1 1 58% 892% 5.0%)96.1% 31% 03%
Cambiidge, Ontario 0.14 0 1] 2.01 2 2 1.16 1 1 0.56 1 1 26% 90.2% 7.2% | 94.1% 42% 1.6%
Walnut Valley, California | 0.75 1 1 293 2 3 1.08 1 1 0.96 1 1 925% 6.1% 1.3% | 97.1% 24% 05%
Las Virgenes, California 0.23 0 0 389 3 4 117 1 1 0.44 0 Q 93.4% 54% 12%|963% 2.4% 1.2%
Lompoc, Califomia 0.02 0 0 217 2 2 1.03 1 1 017 0 Q 809% 17.1% 1.9% | 96.8% 19% 13%
Q25e Q25f Q5g Q25h Q25§ Q5§ Q26k Qzst Q25m
tess garbage dish washer clothes washer repaired ieaks grey waler/reute wash car less water wns less water at night xe0mcape
dispesal eificiency esfficiency
YES NO YES NO | YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO | YES NO
Bouldes, Colorado 28.3% 71.7%] 56.6% 43.4%[44.4% 55.6% |51.2% 48.8%) 7.4% 926% |21.4% 78.7% 349% 65.1% [50.1% 49.9% |21.4% 78.7%
Denvar, Colorado 34.1% 65.9%] 55.2% 44.9%|49.8% 50.2% }48.9% 50.9%| 4.3% 95.7% |25.1% 74.9% 29.2% 70.8% |51.3% 48.7% [10.9% 89.1%
Eugene, Oregon 22.7% 77.3%} 51.0% 49.0%|44.9% 551% |42.0% 58.0%] 4.7% 95.3% |28.4% 71.6% 30.4% 69.6% {36.1% 63.9% | 7.5% 982.5%
Seattle, Washington 20.5% 79.5%] 60.4% 39.6%|54.5% 45.5% |44.5% 55.5%] 7.0% 93.0% ([348% 65.2% 50.7% 49.3% |45.1% 54.9% | 9.7% 80.3%
San Diego, California 36.5% 63.5%| 51.5% 48.5%]60.6% 39.4% [52.9% 47.1%{ 14.1% 859% ]43.6% 56.4% 45.4% 54.6% [42.1% 57.9% |20.3% 79.7%
Tampa, Florida 16.1% 83.9%] 33.6% 66.4%]51.9% 48.1% }55.5% 44.5%| 3.0% 97.0% [38.0% 62.0% 440% 56.0% |40.4% 59.6% | 9.8% 80.2%
Phoenix, Arizona 29.3% 70.7%] 54.2% 45.8%|52.6% 47.2% }58.0% 42.0%| 3.8% 96.0% [|36.2% 63.8% 35.7% 64.3% |53.1% 46.9% |21.4% 78.6%
Tempe, Arizona 32.3% 67.7%] 63.6% 36.4%[51.4% 48.6% [49.1% 50.9%| 3.2% 96.4% ]30.5% 69.5% 223% 77.7% |47.7% 52.3% |223% 77.7%
Scottsdale, Arizona 36.0% 64.0%| 66.7% 33.3%]52.9% 47.1% |56.2% 43.8%} 2.4% 97.6% |30.9% 69.1% 252% 74.8% [40.2% 59.8% {25.2% 74.8%
Watsrioo, Ontario 3.8% 96.1%| 40.2% 59.8%]40.2% 59.8% ]42.9% 57.1%) 6.6% 93.4% |29.7% 70.3% 45.6% 54.4% [425% 57.5% | 7.7% 923%
Cambyidge, Ontasio 23% 97.7%] 373% 62.7%|48.4% 51.6% |39.2% 60.83%| 5.2% 94.8% [32.0% 68.0% 40.5% 59.5% [46.7% 53.3% | 2.8% 97.1%
Walnut Valley, California  |40.4% 59.6%] 64.4% 35.6%]492% 50.8% 157.5% 42.5%§ 3.5% 96.5% [46.8% 53.2% 39.8% 60.2% ] 48.7% 51.3% |12.3% 87.7%
Las Viigenes, California  [38.1% 61.9%| 69.9% 30.1%([56.5% 43.5% [52.8% 47.2%} 5.1% 949% §33.3% 66.7% 36.4% 63.6% |47.4% 52.6% [12.2% 87.8%
Lompoc, California 34.9% 65.1%] 54.8% 45.2%)57.2% 42.8% |52.7% 47.3%| 7.9% 92.1% {39.8% 60.2% 41.1% 58.9% | 43.5% 56.5% [18.4% 81.6%
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Summaiy of mail suivey responses AWWARF Residential End Use Sludy
Q2c Qa2d Q2e Q2f Q2g Qzh
front loading washer dish washer swimming pool hot tub swamp cooler pressure regulator

%Yes %No %WNR | %4Yes %No UNR| %Yes %Mo %KNR| AYes %UNo %UNR]| KYes %No %UNR | %Yes AUNo %NR
Boulder, Colorado 2.4% 087.4% 10.0% | 86.3% 12.0% 15% | 1.3% 91.1% 7.4% | 59% B867% 7.2% ] 94% 828% 7.6% | 35.2% 422% 224%
Denver, Colorado 26% 865% 109% ] 751% 225% 24% | 1.5% 908% 7.7%] 47% 873% 7.9%|187% 753% 60% | 7.3% 693% 234%
Eugena, Oregon 25% 843% 13.1% | 806% 16.9% 25% | 29% 873% 9.8% | 133% 775% 92% | 0.2% 896% 10.2% | 10.8% 66.9% 224%
Seattie, Washington 1.6% 845% 13.9% | 80.5% 169% 26% | 3.0% 87.3% 97%| 8.9% 3827% 85% /] 0.0% 899% 101% | 10.1% 708% 19.1%
San Diego, California 29% 863% 10.8% | 67.6% 307% 1.7% | 11.4% 820% 66% ]| 79% 853% 6.8% | 1.2% 91.7% 7.1% | 36.7% 50.0% 13.3%
Tampa, Florida 27% 84.7% 126% | 440% 505% 55% | 161% 762% T.7% [ 3.8% 885% 7.7% | 0.3% 90.7% 8.0% )} 2.7% 787% 186%
Phoenix, Arizona 1.2% 89.0% 99% | 77.0% 223% 0.7% | 37.8% 596% 26% | 66% 89.0% 45%|37.8% 588% 3I3% | 153% 70.0% 14.8%
Tempe, Arizona 0.5% 950% 45% | 85.0% 13.6% 1.4%]409% 57.3% 1.8% | 9.1% 87.7% 3.2% [37.7% 59.5% 27% ] 9.1% 755% 155%
Scottsdate, Arizona 1.5% 856% 12.8% | 93.4% 57% 0.9%]532% 426% 42%}165% 763% 7.2% |17.4% 754% 7.2% | 243% 562% 195%
'Waterlco, Ontario 2.7% 86.9% 10.4% ] 60.2% 367% 3.1% | 7.3% B86.1% 66%| 27% G0.7% 66% | 04% 927% 68% | 54% 79.2% 154%
Cambridge, Ontario 3.9% B843% 11.8% [ 50.7% 444% 49% | 9.8% 824% 7.8% ] 23% 902% 75% | 0.7% 90.8% 85% | 4%% 77.1% 18.0%
Walnut Valley, California | 3.2% 74.3% 225% | 88.3% 83% 24% | 28.6% 58.8% 126%| 15.0% 706% 14.4%| 1.6% 81.6% 16.8% | 41.4% 40.6% 17.9%
Las Virgenes, California 2.4% B43% 12.7% | 944% 46% 1.0% | 484% 46.9% 46% | 17.1% 756% 73%{ 24% 89.7% 7.8% }599% 254% 14.7%
Lotpoc, California 2.1% B842% 13.7% } 70.2% 257% 4.1% | 0.9% 89.5% 9.6% | 11.6% 79.4% 9.0% | 0.2% 89.9% 9.9% | 49.3% 32.1% 186%

Q25n Q250 Q25p Q259 Q25¢ Q26
sprinkier systom | officint irrig. sys. cycle irrigeke home water audit olber is community experiencing drought
No Mild Modite. Severe D.Know NR

YES NO YES NO YES NO | YES NO | YE8 NO
Bouldes, Colorado 203% 797% | 57% 8943% | 4.6% 95.4%] 0.0% 100.0%] 9.8% 90.2% | 36.2% 255% 14.6% 02% 227% 0.9%
Denver, Colorado 21.2% 78.8% | 22% 97.9% | 3.2% 96.8%| 3.7% 96.4% | 6.0% 93.8% | 36.5% 21.5% 142% 0.6% 255% 15%
Eugene, Oregon 7.8% 922% | 3.7% 963%{ 22% 97.8%| 1.0% 99.0% | 82% 91.8% | 757% 7.1% 20% 0.0% 129% 24%
Seattle, Washington 56% 94.4% | 3.6% 964% [ 1.0% 99.0%] 0.0% 100.0%] 8.2% 91.8% | 71.6% 85% 22% 0.0% 17.5% 02%
San Diego, California 21.0% 79.0% | 8.3% 80.7% | 3.3% 96.7%| 44% 95.6% | 6.0% 94.0% | 16.6% 30.3% 286% 37% 19.3% 1.5%
Tampa, Florida 79% 921% | 1.6% 984% | 0.5% 995%( 0.3% 93.7% { 8.7% 91.3% | 13.1% 309% 28.7% 38% 224% 1.1%
Phoenix, Arizona 25.4% 746% ] 6.6% 83.4% ] 21% 979%] 0.7% 993% | 7.3% 927% | 21.6% 21.4% 225% 4.0% 303% 02%
Tempe, Arizona 21.4% 78.6% | 6.4% 93.6% | 1.8% O97.7%] 09% 99.1% | 45% 955% | 19.1% 259% 168% 27% 332% 23%
Scottsdale, Arizona 33.0% 67.0% ] 126% 87.4% | 2.7% 97.3%] 06% 994% | 51% 94.9% | 26.1% 228% 21.9% 21% 264% 06%
Watesioo, Ontario 1.9% 98.1% | 0.0% 100.0%| 0.4% 99.6%] 0.8% 99.2% | 35% 96.5% | 54.8% 13.9% 89% O04% 185% 35%
Cambridge, Ontario 1.0% 99.0% | 0.7% 99.3% | 1.3% 98.7%| 0.3% 89.7% ! 56% 944% )552% 101% 7.2% 0.0% 232% 42%
Walnut Valley, California  |37.2% 62.8% | 59% 94.1% ] 3.5% 965%] 5.1% 049% | 24% 97.6% | 36.4% 21.7% 120% 11% 267% 21%
Las Virgenes, California 51.1% 48.9% | 11.5% 885% | 5.1% 949%| 34% 966% | 22% 97.8% [ 362% 2064% 17.4% 0.7% 181% 12%
Lompoc, California 18.0% 820% ] 9.0% 91.0% ] 4.1% 959%| 26% 97.4% | 3.0% 97.0% | 184% 340% 233% 41% 18.0% 2.1%
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Summary of mail suivey responses AWWARF Resdential End Use Study
Qzi Qzj Qzk (7. ] Q4 Qs
water trestnwat system greenhouse flower garden vegetable garden clothes washer year dish washes year
%Yes %No %NR |%Yes %No %NR| %Yes %No %NR| %Yes %No %NR | Mean Mode Median|Mean Mode Median
Boulder, Colorado 83% 84.1% 7.4% |22% 91.1% 65% | 75.2% 21.7% 28% [ 43.9% 51.7% 41% | 1986 1880 1987 | 1887 1983 1980
Denvet, Colorado 71% 852% 7.7% | 1.3% 90.8% 7.9% [63.1% 341% 28% | 356% 59.7% 4.7% [ 1988 1980 1989 | 1988 1985 1990
Eugene, Oregon 22% 87.6% 10.2% | 25% 88.0% 9.4% |708% 257% 3.5% | 416% 51.6% 69% ) 1938 1994 1988 | 1988 1990 19890
Seattle, Washington 56% 85.7% 87% |18% 889% 93% |708% 264% 28% | 352% 581% 6.6% | 1988 1990 1888 | 1988 1990 1890
San Diego, California 253% 693% 54% | 1.7% 91.3% 7.1% | 58.9% 39.4% 1.7% | 26.8% 67.8% 54% ] 1988 1930 1989 | 1988 1985 1989
Tampa, Florida 13.7% 77.9% 85% [05% 91.5% 7.9% [28.7% 656% 57%{ 79% 83.6% 85% ] 1988 1994 1890 | 1988 1993 1980
Phoenix, Arizona 21.4% 756% 3.1% ) 0.2% 965% 3.3% | 40.1% 57.5% 23% | 153% 81.7% 3.1% | 1988 1984 1991 | 1988 1985 1990
Tempe, Arizona 250% 732% 1.8% [05% 97.7% 1.8% | 40.5% 57.7% 1.8% | 16.8% B80.0% 3.2% | 1950 1995 1980 | 1990 1895 1981
Scotisdale, Arizona 36.6% 598% 36% | 0.6% 928% 6.6% | 47.4% 48.6% 3.9% | 128% 79.9% 7.2% | 1990 1985 1990 | 1990 1985 1982
Watarioo, Ontario 73.0% 232% 39% }00% 938% 62% ] 78.8% 189% 23% | 30.1% 64.5% 54% | 1988 1985 1988 | 1988 1990 1990
Cambyidge, Ontario 558% 39.2% 49% | 0.0% 922% 7.8% | 729% 225% 4.6% |33.3% 585% 8.2% | 1989 1984 1990 | 1991 1986 1991
Walnut Valley, California | 29.4% 53.0% 12.6% | 0.5% 83.2% 163%) 61.0% 326% 64% |251% 62.8% 12.0%] 1989 1935 1980 | 1989 1989 1989
Las Virgenes, California 26.2% 67.7% 6.1% |20% 91.4% 66% | 71.6% 267% 1.7% | 249% 699% 5.1% | 1988 1995 1990 | 1988 1990 1890
Lompoc, California 223% 709% 69% §1.1% 904% B8.6% | 67.7% 27.6% 4.7% |366% 57.0% 6.4% ] 1988 1990 1980 | 1990 1935 1890
Q27 Q28 Q29
type of housing sSeparste NTigation nwter who pays water bill
SF Dtch. WD. Apt. w/A.Apt. Duplex Triplex Town AftApt Mobile Other NR YES NO D.Know NR | House L.Lord).Knov NR
House Home
Boulder, Colorado 96.3% 02% 17% 02% 02% 02% 00% 0.0% 02% 04% |21.1% 686% 94% 07% | 965% 26% 00% 07%
Denver, Colorado 94.9% 0.4% 15% 1.1% 02% 64% 00% 0.0% 0.4% 0.9% ] 30.0% 552% 13.7% 0.9% | 96.6% 28% 04% 0.2%
Eugems, Oregon 833% 12% 16% 49% 00% 22% 04% 45% 06% 09% | 20% 84.1% 13.1% 08% | 986% 1.0% 02% 0.2%
Seattie, Washington 96.0% 02% 12% 04% 00% 04% 02% 06% 08% 09% | 1.8% 885% 93% 04% | 98.0% 2.0% 0.0% 0.0%
San Diego, California 908% 1.7% 02% 15% 00% 29% 04% 00% 21% 09% | 23% 844% 13.1% 02% | 97.7% 1.7% 00% 0.6%
Tampa, Florida 90.7% 1.9% 1.1% 19% 03% 36% 00% 0.0% 00% 09% | 25% 869% 10.1% 05% | 98.6% 03% 0.0% 1.1%
Phoenix, Arizona 89.9% 16% 12% 12% 00% 23% 02% 26% 05% 09% | 0.5% 89.9% 94% 02% { 99.8% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0%
Tempe, Arizona 918% 09% 00% 14% 00% 23% 09% 00% 09% 09% | 09% B845% 127% 1.8% | 97.7% 0.9% 0.0% 1.4%
Scottsdale, Asizona 856% 15% 09% 12% 03% 63% 00% 00% 36% 09% | 0.9% 86.2% 123% 0.6% | 98.5% 0.6% 03% 0.6%
Waterioo, Ontario 88.0% O00% 12% 39% 04% 12% 00% 00% 23% 09% | 73% 81.9% 83% 15% | 97.7% 0.8% 00% 15%
Cambyidge, Ontario 81.0% 00% 10% 52% 03% 29% 07% 00% 29% 09% [ 7.2% 824% 7.38% 26% | 958% 13% 03% 2.6%
Walnut Valley, California | 96.3% 00% 03% 00% 00% 11% 00% 00% 03% 09% | 1.1% 850% 128% 1.1% | 89.2% 0.0% 00% 0.8%
Las Virgenes, California 80.0% 10% 02% 00% 02% 54% 00% ©02% 07% 09% | 1.2% 841% 13.9% 07% | 98.0% 12% 00% 07%
Lompoc, California 91.6% 06% 04% 26% 0.0% 06% 02% 00% 13% 09% | 06% 87.2% 111% 1.1% | 972% 15% 00% 1.3%

Page 4

Aquacratt, inc.

D—046929

D-046929



Summaty of mail suivey responses AWWARF Residential End Use Study
[~ Q7
hand wash dishes per week # of low flow shower heads
[+ 12 34 56 78 910 11-12 1314 >14 DKnow NR o .1 2 3 >4 D.Know NR
Boulder, Colorado 246% 25.3% 148% 04% 107% 3.3% 24% 24% 39% 098% 24%[322% 288% 242% 59% 44% 74% 1.1%
Denver, Colorado 18.9% 29.0% 16.7% 9.0% 99% 32% 1.9% 45% 22% 1.3% 3.4% [ 33.3% 29.6% 20.6% 498% 03% 84% 26%
Eugene, Oregon 22.0% 25.7% 151% 82% 10.0% 4.1% 29% 3.1% 29% 06% 53% | 127% 433% 33.7% 45% 00% 25% 31%
Seattle, Washington 223% 27.6% 17.1% 6.0% 103% 28% 1.8% 24% 4.2% 1.4% 4.0% | 23.9% 366% 29.8% 4.6% 1.0% 3.6% 04%
San Diego, California 162% 20.7% 131% 83% 129% 50% 3.7% 66% 75% 25% 3.5%|154% 33.0% 373% 7.5% 15% 41% 12%
Tampa, Florida 145% 14.8% 126% 6.3% 19.7% 7.1% 36% 79% 7.7% 25% 3.6%]27.0% 399% 205% 19% 08% 68% 3.0%
Phoenix, Arizona 155% 23.7% 18.5% 9.6% 122% 45% 19% 28% 80% 16% 1.6%]|261% 249% 352% 35% 09% 82% 12%
Tempe, Arizona 200% 255% 18.6% 105% 7.3% 3.6% 3.6% 23% 64% 09% 1.4% | 305% 268% 323% 32% 05% 59% 09%
Scotisdale, Arizona 18.9% 282% 17.4% 123% 7.8% 21% 21% 27% 27% 09% 4.8%)276% 171% 36.0% 7.2% 3.0% 54% 36%
Waterioo, Ontario 6.6% 17.8% 13.1% 73% 189% 58% 3.9% 69% 143% 00% 54%)]232% 440% 228% 27% 0.0% 3.1% 42%
Cambridge, Ontario 75% 14.4% 111% 59% 212% 92% 56% 7.5% 14.1% 07% 29%|248% 49.0% 17.0% 20% 03% 36% 33%
Walnut Valley, California | 12.8% 17.1% 158% 9.1% 123% 53% 3.5% 5.9% 104% 21% 56%|23.8% 158% 404% 10.4% 05% 5.1% 40%
Las Virgenes, California 220% 222% 152% 7.8% 127% 29% 29% 3.7% 68% 1.0% 27% | 161% 142% 34.0% 169% 11.2% 7.1% 0.5%
Lompoc, California 128% 20.3% 167% 103% 141% 64% 11% 58% 7.7% 09% 3.9%{208% 278% 407% 32% 02% 58% 15%
Q30a Q30b Q0c Q30d
Aduits (18+) WINTER Teenagers (13-17) WINTER Children {<13) WINTER Adults (18+) SUMMER
MEAN MODE MEDIAN NR | MEAN MODEMVEDIAP NR | MEAN MODE VEDIA} NR | MEAN MODE MEDIA! NR
Boulder, Colorado 2 2 2 0.4% § 0.07 1] 1 73.0%| 1.08 1 1 62.8% | 2.03 2 2 0.7%
Denvey, Colorado 1.92 2 2 22% | 076 ] 1 73.0%] 125 2 1 622% | 1.85 2 2 2.8%
Eugene, Oregon 1.83 2 2 2.0% | 091 1 1 751%| 1.23 1 1 68.4% | 1.96 2 2 1.2%
Seattle, Washington 2.00 2 2 20% ] 0.16 [1] 0 75.1%) 035 a 1] 68.4% | 2.05 2 2 1.2%
San Diego, California 211 2 2 12% | 0.71 ] 1 75.9%] 1.09 1] 1 70.3% | 2.10 2 2 1.7%
Tampa, Florida 1.83 2 2 1.2% | 0.18 ] 0 758%} 0.31 0 [1] 703% | 1.93 2 2 1.7%
Phoenix, Arizona 2.09 2 2 1.6% | 0.85 1 1 75.1%| 1.40 1 1 64.1% | 2.05 2 2 1.6%
Tempe, Arizona 247 2 2 3.6%} 072 Q 1  78.6%| 1.34 1 1 62.7% | 214 2 2 3.2%
Scottsdale, Arizona 2.02 2 2 25% | o1 ] 0 80.7%| 0.29 [1] 4] 69.1% { 1.83 2 2 2.5%
‘Waterioo, Ontario 2.22 2 2 0.8% | 0.22 0 0 76.1%} 0.48 0 0 66.0% | 2.15 2 2 1.5%
Cambyidge, Ontario 214 2 2 3.6%| 031 0 0 69.9%| 052 0 0 64.1% | 217 2 2 3.9%
Wainut Valley, California 2.50 2 2 0.0% | 0.96 1 1 0.0% | 1.32 1 1 0.0% | 253 2 2 0.0%
Las Virgenes, California 217 2 2 0.0% | 0.2t Q 0 751%| 0.45 0 0 64.1% | 220 2 2 0.0%
Lompoc, California 1.95 2 2 26% | 0.21 ] 0 848%| 046 0 0 75.2% | 1.91 2 2 4.1%
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Summary of mall suivey responses
Qs
# of low flow toilets
0 1 2 3 >4 DKnow NR
Boulder, Colorado 63.4% 11.6% 10.7% 4.1% 09% 9.4% 0.0%
Denver, Colorado 53.7% 21.5% 9.7% 32% 06% 87% 1.7%
Eugene, Oregon 58.6% 15.9% 9.2% 22% 02% 104% 3.5%
Seattie, Washington 57.7% 18.9% 10.1% 4.2% 08% 74% 08%
San Diego, California 359% 185% 286% 89% 08% 68% 04%
Tampa, Florida 47.8% 268% 9.0% 38% 08% 98% 1.9%
Phoeanix, Arizona 451% 14.1% 19.0% 54% 07% 14.8% 0.9%
Tempe, Arizona 51.4% 13.6% 19.1% 23% 09% 105% 23%
Scottsdale, Arizona 429% 10.8% 18.9% 105% 45% 90% 33%
Waterioo, Ontario 53.7% 18.9% 9.7% 42% 12% 100% 23%
Cambridge, Ontario 533% 203% 127% 20% 07% 95% 1.6%
Walnut Valley, California | 39.3% 13.4% 21.1% 9.6% 05% 115% 4.5%
Las Virgenes, California 31.5% 13.0% 154% 16.9% 12.0% 103% 1.0%
Lompoc, California 403% 11.1% 345% 49% 02% 75% 1.5%
Q30e Q30f
Teenagers (13-17) SUNMER Children (<13} SUMMER
MEAN MODE MEDIAN NR |MEAN MODE MEDIA! NR
0.67 1] 1 72.8%] 1.08 1 1 63.4%
0.82 0 1 73.2%| 1.29 2 1 36.1%
0.94 1 1 75.5%| 1.27 1 1 69.0%
0.17 [} 0 75.5%] 0.36 0 0 69.0%
0.7 0 1 76.6%| 1.09 0 1 70.7%
0.18 0 0 76.6%| 0.33 0 0 70.7%
0.88 1 1 74.9%| 1.39 1 1 65.5%
0.77 1 1 78.2%] 1.43 1 1 63.6%
0.13 0 0 79.8%| 0.29 0 0 69.6%
0.20 a 0 76.8%| 0.47 (1] ] 66.0%
0.30 o 0 71.6%] 0.52 0 0 65.0%
Walnut Valley, California 1.0 1 1 0.0% | 1.36 1 1 0.0%
Las Virgenes, California 0.22 0 0  749%]| 0.46 0 0 65.5%
Lompoc, California 0.20 [1] 0 857%| 0.45 0 0 75 2%

AWWARF Residential End Use Sty
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Summaiy of mall suivey responses AWWARF Residential End Use Study
Q9
lot size - square feet

<2000 23599 4-5399 6-7999 8-S399 10-11999 12-13999 14-15999 16-17999 18-13999 20-24898 25-29939 30-3499936-3999¢ >40000 D.Know NR

Bouldert, Colorado 1.5% 84% 124% 163% 13.5% 14.4% 4.4% 3.1% 2.0% 1.5% 3.3% 0.7% 0.4% 0.4% 1.7% 11.1% 3.9%

Denver, Colorado 1.7% 11.2% 9.7% 13.5% 7.5% 11.2% 24% 2.4% 0.4% 1.5% 4.7% 0.2% 1.5% 0.4% 47% 159% 82%

Eugene, Oregon 49% 94% 9.2% 9.8% 15.7% 12.7% 3.7% 2.0% 0.8% 2.0% 4.3% 1.6% 2.0% 0.2% 20% 131% 6.7%

Seattie, Washington 22% 68% 14.1% 157% 123% 15.9% 2.8% 3.0% 2.0% 0.6% 3.8% 0.6% 22% 0.4%  12% 125% 3.6%

San Diego, Cakifornia 10.2% 87% 166% 143% 6.8% 8.7% 1.7% 27% 0.8% 1.0% 4.4% 0.6% 15% 02% 0.8% 162% 4.8%

Tampa, Florida 93% 66% 9.0% 98% 7.9% 12.3% 27% 3.3% 1.4% 2.5% 3.6% 0.5% 1.1% 0.0% 16% 213% 7.1%

Phoenix, Arizona 63% 10.1% 35% 92% 12.2% 15.3% 2.8% 3.1% 1.2% 1.4% 5.4% 0.2% 1.6% 0.2% 42% 19.2% 40%

Tempe, Arizona 8.2% 55% 11.4% 11.8% 9.5% 15.5% 41% 1.8% 1.8% 2.3% 2.3% 0.5% 1.8% 0.0% 0.5% 16.8% 64%

Scottsdale, Arizona 54% 75% 7.8% 87% 8.4% 14.7% 3.0% 4.5% 0.9% 1.8% 5.7% 0.9% 1.8% 1.8% 8.1% 108% 8.1%

Waterioo, Ontario 54% 104% 181% 17.0% 127% 8.3% 1.5% 2.3% 1.2% 0.8% 2.3% 0.8% 1.2% 0.4% 0.0% 124% 42%

Cambvridge, Ontario 6.5% 144% 17.3% 14.4% 6.5% 7.2% 2.0% 1.0% 1.3% 0.3% 1.6% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 13% 183% 6.9%

'Walnwt Valley, California 35% 64% 64% 136% 11.8% 12.8% 6.1% 3.5% 1.3% 1.6% 4.5% 1.3% 1.6% 0.5% 40% 13.9% 7.0%

Las Virgenas, California 37% 59% 6.6% 9.5% 6.4% 15.9% 61% 4.9% 2.0% 2.9% 6.6% 1.0% 2.0% 0.7% 11.7% 11.2% 29%

Lompoc, California 62% 92% 92% 18.8% 9.2% 11.1% 2.1% 2.1% 0.4% 1.1% 0.9% 0.6% 0.6% 0.0% 0.2% 212% 6.9%

Q3z Q33
number of adults employed outside house year house was buiit .
0 1 2 3 4 >=8 NR <1360 1960-63 1970-74 1975-79 1380-84 138589 1990-92 1993-94 >1984 D.Know NR

26.8% 42.7% 26.8% 5.0% 0.9% 0.0% 0.9% 32.7% 325% 10.9% 6.8% 3.7% 70% 33% 17% 00% 13% 0.2%
27.7% 37.1% 28.8% 3.9% 0.4% 0.2% 1.9% 50.9% 12.7% 8.6% 10.3% 6.4% 32% 1.7% 11% 04% 2.6% 1.5%
32.2% 36.1% 27.8% 22% 0.8% 0.2% 0.8% 35.1% 22.5% 8.4% 13.1% 3.9% 51% 57% 14% 06% 3.7% 0.4%
27.4% 356% 31.6% 1.8% 1.8% 0.0% 1.8% 55.5% 15.3% 5.4% 6.4% 3.2% 38% 34% 16% 06% 40% 0.6%
35.1% 33.2% 23.2% 6.0% 0.6% 0.2% 17% 438% 18.0% 9.5% 7.9% 41% 71% 1.9% 21% 04% 3.9% 1.2%
28.1% 33.1% 30.9% 4.6% 0.8% 0.3% 22% 434% 175% 7.4% 5.5% 57% 52% 1.6% 14% 16% 82% 2.5%
225% 37.1% 343% 42% 1.2% 0.0% 0.7% 24.2% 10.6% 13.6% 12.2% 9.9% 129% 4.7% 40% 35% 3.5% 0.9%
13.2% 37.7% 38.2% 6.4% 0.5% 0.9% 3.2% 13% 277% 18.6% 14.1% 8.6% 8.6% 2.7% 32% 36% 4.1% 1.4%
34.2% 34.38% 219% 4.3% 0.3% 0.6% 3.3% 10.5% 19.5% 7.5% 8.1% 12.0% 15.0% 69% 72% 105% 12% 1.5%
22.8% 39.8% 336% 15% 0.8% 0.0% 1.5% 23.2% 16.6% 7.3% 10.4% 12.4% 18.5% 6.6% 19% 23% 04% 0.4%
18.0% 37.3% 363% 39% 1.0% 0.0% 3.6% 27.8% 14.1% 10.8% 11.1% 2.0% 15.4% 7.2% 3.9% 20% 3.8% 2.3%
13.1% 324% 43.6% 7.5% 1.9% 0.5% 1.1% 3.2% 31.6% 10.7% 16.0% 8.6% 248% 1.1% 05% 0.5% 2.4% 0.3%
22.5% 403% 279% 56% 0.7% 0.0% 2.9% 6.4% 22.5% 13.2% 8.3% 10.3% 232% 9.0% 15% 20% 1.2% 1.5%
36.2% 28.9% 289% 1.9% 0.9% 0.0% 3.2% 22.3%  33.6% 2.6% 51% 9.4% 135% 54%  06% 19% 41% 1.5%
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D-046933

Summary of mail survey responses AWWARF Residentiel End Use Sludy Aquacratt, inc.
Q1o Q1
Parcent of total ot that is landscaped area Percent of Landscaped area that is lawn
Mean Mode Median 0% D.Know NR 0 110% 11-20% 21-30% 31-40% 41-50% §1-80% 61-70% 71-80% 81-%0% 31-100%D.Know HNR
(Problem Questions)
Boulder, Colorado 55.7% 50.0% 50.0% O07% 87% 1.7% | 26% 26% 52% B85% 78% 118% 87% 144% 163% 9.6% 6.1% 44% 2.0%
Denver, Colorado 19.6% 5.0% 6.0% 09% 174% 28% 0.4% 54% 54% 73% 103% 114% 86% 97% 148% B2% 73% 82% 32%
Eugene, Oregon 49.8% 50.0% 50.0% 16% 188% 41% | 92% 84% 84% 938% 76% 106% 86% 92% 90% 57% 1.0% 8.0% 43%
Sexttie, Washington 558% 50.0% 500% 16% 18.8% 41% | 7.0% 11.1% 99% 105% 93% 118% 7.8% 93% 87% 48% 26% 54% 1.3%
San Diego, California 45.9% 99.0% 40.0% 1.6% 188% 4.1% |162% 183% 139% 87% 68% 85% 562% 39% 52% 3.3% 23% 60% 1.7%
Tampa, Florida 41.6% 50.0% 40.0% 49% 265% 3.0% | 27% 107% 7.7% 109% 9.0% 7.1% 52% 79% 7.4% 8.3% 52% 14.8% 52%
Phoenix, Arizona 38.4% 50.0% 350% 26% 17.4% 23% [181% 141% 115% 75% 66% 87% 38% 47% 17% 38% 56% 5.6% 23%
Yempe, Arizona 37.2% 50.0% 30.0% 23% 16.4% 23% |17.3% 91% 95% 100% 50% 105% 23% 41% 10.0% 64% 82% 50% 27%
Scotisdale, Arizona 36.7% 50.0% 30.0% 1.6% 14.1% 3.4% [30.6% 17.4% 93% 69% 54% 63% 48% 30% 18% 21% 42% 27% 5.4%
Waterioo, Ontario 541% 60.0% 60.0% 04% 17.0% 3.1% | 0.8% 15% 31% 89% 62% 93% 73% 158% 143% 100% 100% 8.1% 4.6%
Cambuidge, Ontario 49.7% 500% 500% 16% 219% 42% | 03% 42% 52% 78% 95% 11.1% 88% 98% 11.8% 98% 65% 10.5% 4.6%
Wainut Valley, California 144% 5.0% 50% 05% 13.6% 00% | 43% 11.8% 150% 8.6% 88% 91% 51% 11.0% 72% 51% 27% 51% 53%
Las Virgenes, California 30.4% 50.0% 39.0% 15% 17.4% 1.0% |125% 11.7% 149% 117% 88% 105% 66% 6.1% 6.4% 24% 17% 66% 1.0%
Lompoc, Califoinia 421% 50.0% 40.0% 1.1% 199% 3.0% | 7.9% 120% 105% 109% 88% 96% 45% 73% 8.6% 47% 3.0% 90% 32%
Q34 Q3s
year moved o currest address total square footage inside house -

Mean Mode Median NR <300 300-953 <1133 <1393 <1599 <ITI <1333 <2193 <2339 <2690 <278 <2538 <3199 <3399 < <ITH  >IW DKnow  NR
Bouldey, Colorado 1883 1995 1987 1.1% | 04% 13% 59% 86% 72% 52% 81% 87% 102% 9.2% 5.7% 3.7% 52% 39% 3% 24% 61% 55% 24%
Denver, Colorado 1981 1994 1987 2.8% ) 22% 67% 7.7% 82% 58% 56% 67% 73% 71% 74% 54% 39% 34% 24% 19% 03% 49% 99% 3.4%
Eugens, Oregon 1981 1994 1987 1.0% | 1.4% 53% 124% 14.1% 135% 11.4% 90% 63% 53% 47% 2.2% 18% 22% 04% 06% 06% 06% 69% 1.6%
Seattie, Washington 1981 1992 1981 1.0% [ 1.2% 46% 56% 89% 56% 72% 89% 93% 80% 52% 52% 32% 42% 1.8% 28% 1.6% 50% 89% 26%
San Diego, California 1981 1994 1983 2.1% | 15% 52% 7.7% 122% 122% 10.2% 100% 87% 6.6% 54% 21% 33% 19% 02% 06% 06% 1.2% 7.7% 27%
Tampa, Florida 1881 1995 1985 41% ] 41% 7.9% 115% 109% 980% 87% 68% U55% 3.6% 25% 22% 14% 19% 05% 03% 03% 1.6% 169% 4.4%
Phoenix, Arizona 1981 1954 1988 16% | D09% 33% 82% 87% 92% 124% 124% 70% 85% 54% 26% 28% 21% 14% 16% 09%% 31% 7.0% 23%
Tempse, Arizona 1986 1995 1989 23% | 05% 09% 32% 11.8% 136% 100% 127% 136% 50% 82% 36% 23% 23% 18% 08% 05% 14% 59% 18%
Scottsdale, Arizona 1987 1995 1990 1.6% ) 0.0% 1.2% 09% 39% 11.7% 11.7% 96% 138% 7.5% 7.5% 42% 8.0% 51% 21% 24% 21% 63% 24% 1.5%
Waterioo, Ontario 1981 1993 1986 27% | 0.0% 23% 11.2% 12.7% 54% 69% BI9% 93% 46% 69% 3.5% 73% 46% 23% 08% 04% 31% 68% 27%
Cambyridge, Ontario 1977 1995 1988 42% | 1.0% 3.9% 154% 144% 83% 49% 88% 88% 3.6% 33% 3.9% 13% 1.6% 1.0% 16% 03% 16% 98% 59%
Watnut Valley, California 1978 1986 1986 00%{ 03% 05% 1.1% 72% 11.2% 128% 15.0% 131% 7.8% 8.8% 5.6% 45% 19% 16% 13% 035% 1.1% 45% 1.1%
Las Virgenes, California 1981 1991 1987 1.0% | 02% 12% 07% 15% S54% 54% 46% 66% 81% B81% 71% 49% 95% 64% 49% 32% 19.1% 1.7% 1.5%
Lompoc, California 1981 1987 1986 1.0% | 06% 26% 5.1% 12.6% 143% 108% 13.7% 75% 71% 24% 15% 11% 1.1% 00% 00% 04% 04% 13.9% 4.7%
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Summary of mall survey responses AWWARF Residential End Use Sludy
Qi2
Percent of Landscaped area that is irrigated
0 1-10% 11-20% 21-30% 31-40% 41.50% 51-60% 61-70% 71-80% 81-90% 9$1-100% DXKaow NR
Boulder, Colorado 28% 3.1% 55% 52% 5.9% 59% 52% 76% 13.9% 10.5% 28.1% 3.9% 24%
Denver, Colorado 0.6% 49% 41% 43% 6.7% 8.0% 5.8% 75% 92% 9.4% 277% 75% 3.2%
Eugene, Oregon 57% 11.2% 7.1% 6.9% 4.3% 8.0% 45% 59% 8.4% 7.8% 18.2% 6.5% 55%
Seattie, Washington 6.2% 14.7% 129% 11.3% 7.2% 80% 56% 5.2% 5.6% 3.6% 119% 48% 28%
San Diego, California 3.9% 13.9% 122% 7.3% 4.4% 79% 52% 50% 52% 5.8% 21.4% 52% 2.7%
Tampa, Florida 19.4% 183% 107% 55% 4.1% 68% 2.7% 27% 2.7% 3.3% 13.1% 7.7% 3.0%
Phoenix, Arizona 52% 162% 11.0% 9.2% 6.1% 103% 3.1% 35% 59% 3.5% 164% 63% 3.3%
Tempe, Arizona 50% 136% 91% 7.3% 7.7% 86% 3.6% 23% 7.7% 6.4% 214% 45% 27%
Scottsdale, Atizona 27% 19.8% 108% 84% 5.1% 9.0% 3.6% 36% 42% 3.3% 18.0% 45% 69%
Waterioo, Ontario 11.6% 147% 116% 104% 6.9% 66% 62% 35% 46% 42% 100% 62% 3.5%
Cambridge, Ontario 92% 147% 118% 114% 62% 78% 589% 59% 33% 3.9% 9.2% 7.8% 28%
Wainut Valley, California | 1.1% 64% 59% 7.8% 6.7% 78% 438% 73% 75% 7.2% 265% 53% 53%
Las Visgenes, California 12% 59% 44% 51% 2.2% 49% 37% 32% 71% 7.3% 49.1% 39% 2.0%
Lompoc, California 45% 128% 92% 8.2% 8.6% 84% 3.6% 56% 79% 5.8% 165% 54% 26%
Qs Q37
number of floors rent of own
1 2 >=3 NR Rent own NR
Boulder, Colorado 233% 49.9% 261% 07% | 11.8% 87.8% 0.4%
Denver, Colotade 22.3% 522% 249% 0.6% 56% 93.8% 0.6%
Eugene, Oregon 67.6% 26.7% 5.3% 0.4% 125% 87.1% 0.4%
Seattle, Washington 29.2% 54.1% 16.1% 0.6% | 10.1% 89.1% 0.8%
San Diego, California 67.8% 27.0% 3.9% 12% | 10.4% 884% 1.2%
Tampa, Florida 822% 10.4% 46% 27% | 104% 89.1% 05%
Phoenix, Arizona 35.0% 10.1% 3.5% 1.4% 56% 91.5% 28%
Tempe, Arizona 88.2% 8.2% 27% 0.9% 9.5% 89.1% 1.4%
Scottsdale, Arizona 82.9% 13.5% 24% 1.2% 54% 928% 1.8%
Waterloo, Ontario 3.1% 49.8% 463% 08% 1.9% 96.1% 1.8%
Cambyidge, Ontario 8.2% 48.4% 395% 3.9% 5.6% 89.5% 49%
Walnut Valley, California | 46.8% 47.6% 48% 0.8% 53% 94.7% 0.0%
Las Virgenes, California | 32.0% 60.9% 59% 12% 44% 941% 1.5%
Lompoc, California 82.4% 9.9% 6.2% 1.5% 12.2% 857% 21%
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Summary of mail suvey responses AWWARF Residential End Use Study
Q3
days each week of WINTER isrigation
0 <Zmon.few/mon <i/week 1/week 2/week 3/week 4/week b&iweek &/week T7iweek.DKnow NR
Boulder, Colorado 68.2% 28.3% 24% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.2%
Denver, Colorado 75.5% 19.3% 24% 00% 0.4% 02% 02% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 1.5%
Eugene, Oregon g14% 33% 1.0% 1.0% 03% 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 02% 2.4%
Saatitie, Washington 83.8% 42% 06% 02% 0.8% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%4 0.0%
San Diego, California 13.7% 162% 166% 64% 17.0% 147% 87% 1.5% 0.8% 0.0% 0.6% 27% 1.0%
Tampa, Florida 33.6% 18.6% 12.0% 71% 9.0% 150% 0.3% 00% 03% 0.0% 0.0% 27% 1.4%
Phoenix, Arizona 16.2% 22.8% 13.1% 7.5% 106% 13.8% 87% 23% 02% 0.5% 2.6% 0.9% 0.7%
Tempe, Arizona 16.8% 245% 123% 55% 127% 11.8% 7.3% 23% 0.5% 0.0% 23% 23% 1.8%
Scottsdate, Arizona 6.9% 126% 144% 54% 174% 17.1% 111% 24% 2.1% 0.6% 57% 09% 3.3%
Waterico, Ontasio 98.1% 04% 0.0% 00% 00% 0.0% 04% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2%
Cambridge, Ontario 97.1% 00% 03% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 03% 0.3% 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 1.3%
Walnut Valley, California 9.1% 155% 13.9% 48% 142% 147% 14.2% 27% 1.1% 0.5% 3.5% 16% 43%
Las Virgenes, California 78% 73% 125% 44% 166% 244% 19.8% 29% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 22% 1.0%
Lompoc, California 321% 184% 165% 58% 109% 8.1% 3.2% 02% 0.0% 0.2% 0.2% 21% 21%
Q38
monthlyrent $

Don'tRent <300 <399 <499 <B <698 <799 <BYY <399 <1249 <1489 <1749 <1399
Bouldef, Colorado 458% 00% 02% 00% 0.2% 0.7% 08% 0.7% 0.7% 5.0% 2.4% 09% 0.2%
Denver, Colorado 55.8% 06% 04% 06% 0.6% 06% 0.6% 0.4% 0.4% 0.9% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Eugens, Oregon 555% 1.0% 1.0% 16% 3.5% 25% 22% 0.8% 0.2% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Seattie, Washington 549% 04% 04% 10% 02% 1.4% 1.6% 22% 0.2% 0.8% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
San Diego, California 438% 10% 02% 04% 06% 06% 1.5% 1.5% 21% 0.8% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Tampa, Florida 525% 36% 08% 16% 3.6% 16% 03% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%
Phoenix, Arizona 53.1% 098% 08% 12% 0.7% 0.89% 0.7% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Tempe, Arizona 427% 09% 00% 09% 00% 18% 27% 14% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 09% 0.0%
Scottsdale, Arizona 36.3% 12% 03% 00% 06% 15% 0.6% 03% 0.6% 0.3% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Waterioo, Ontario 55.6% 00% 00% 00% 00% 04% 08% 0.0% 0.8% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Cambyidge, Ontario 523% 03% 07% 03% 1.3% 1.0% 1.3% 03% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Walnut Valley, California | 36.9% 03% 03% 03% 03% 03% 05% 03% 1.1% 2.7% 1.3% 05% 0.0%
Las Virgenes, California 37.4% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.7% 1.5% 0.7% 1.0%
Lompot, California 448% 11% 06% 09% 24% 17% 21%  3.0% 1.3% 0.2% 0.4% 00% 0.0%
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Summary of mall suivey responses AWWARF Residentiel End Use Study Aquacraft, nc.
Q4 Q15
days sach week of SUMMER irrigation other available sources of outdoor water
0 <ZUmon.few/mon <l/week 1/week 2h\veek 3I/week 4/week S/week 6/week T/week D.Know NR None Canal Cistern Well Stream  Other NR
Bouldes, Colorado 22% 20% 22% 1.7% 83% 261% 37.5% 86% 48% O07% 44% 15% 02%| 93.7% 0.7% 0.4% 1.7% 0.0% 1.7% 1.7%
Denver, Colorado 02% 06% 24% 13% 698% 309% 416% 82% 30% 02% 19% 09% 19%| 93.8% 0.2% 0.2% 0.4% 0.0% 1% 3.7%
Eugene, Otegon 43% 25% 55% 22% 145% 21.4% 249% 90% 45% 1.6% 49% 1.8% 298% | 83.1% 0.0% 0.2% 11.4% 0.0% 1.2% 3.9%
Seattie, Washington 56% 40% 105% 50% 155% 247% 21.7% 58% 32% 06% 18% 06% 08%| 92.2% 0.0% 0.6% 0.2% 0.2% 4.2% 2.6%
San Diego, California 35% 31% 41% 23% 7.9% 21.0% 28.2% 108% 62% 27% 7.1% 29% 02%| 84.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 2.9% 21%
Tampa, Florida 19.9% 11.2% 10.7% 57% 13.9% 208% 27% 19% 08% 03% 05% 14% 11%| 81.7% 0.0% 0.3% 10.7% 0.0% 4.4% 3.0%
Phoenix, Arizona 47% 35% 47% 14% 88% 164% 303% 10.8% 68% 19% 85% 12% 09% | 89.0% 47% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 31% 2.6%
Tempe, Arizona 27% 38% 45% 14% 123% 145% 20.0% 109% 73% O55% 127% 27% 18%| 00% 91.4% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6%
Scottsdale, Arizona 18% 09% 33% 3.0% 698% 18.0% 204% 13.5% 989% 18% 165% O03% 36%| 925% 0.9% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 1.2% 5.1%
Waterioo, Ontario 89% 124% 162% 66% 166% 17.0% 127% 456% 08% 0.0% 00% 19% 23% ] 87.6% 0.0% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 4.2% 6.9%
Cambridge, Ontario 75% 127% 121% 39% 186% 19.3% 157% 46% 20% 1.0% 07% 07% 13%| 0.0% 85.9% 0.0% 13% 0.7% 0.0% 5.2%
Walnut Valley, California 0.8% 16% 21% 08% 56% 120% 203% 11.5% 102% 3.7% 273% 00% 40% | 906% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 7.8%
Las Virgenes, California 0.7% 1.0% 1.0% 12% 3.4% 71% 18.8% 17.1% 108% 98% 279% O0.7% 05% | 93.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 1.5% 42%
Lompoc, California 28% 45% 88% 51% 156% 223% 23.1% 6.6% 32% 19% 2.8% 1.5% 1.7% | 92.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 1.7% 5.4%
Q3s Q39
monthly rent $ market value of house $
<2243 >=2500 D.Know NR [Dontown <25000 <49000 <74999 <9090Q <124309 <9989 <174939 <198999 <224969  <248900  <27498%  <299099  <349339  <396999 <449096
Boulder, Colorado 00% 00% 0.0% 414% | 64% 00% ©00% 00% 02% 02% 39% 65% 122% 122% 11.6% 7.8% 4.4% 10.5% 6.3% 3.1%
Denvey, Colorado 00% 00% 00% 386% | 28% 0.0% 22% 735% 13.7% 16.7% 10.1% 105% 88% 67% 2.2% 1.9% 2.2% 2.2% 0.6% 1.1%
Eugens, Ofegon 0.0% 00% 31.4% 00% | 7.6% 08% 20% 53% 17.6% 19.8% 14.1% 100% 53% 27% 1.8% 0.8% 0.6% 1.2% 0.4% 0.2%
Seattle, Washington 0.0% 0.0% 346% 0.0% ] 6.6% 00% 00% 02% 26% 68% 105% 129% 12.7% B8.9% 7.0% 5.8% 2.2% 4.2% 3.6% 1.0%
San Diego, California 02% 00% 396% 0.0% | 5.0% 02% 0.0% 02% 23% 60% 104% 162% 104% 71% 7.9% 3.9% 3.5% 5.0% 4.4% 21%
Tampa, Florida 00% 00% 358% 00% | 63% 27% 14.8% 249% 153% 7.1% 46% 22% 36% 05% 1.1% 0.8% 0.5% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Phoenix, Arizona 0.0% 00% 406% 00% | 47% 05% 6.1% 204% 204% 11.0% 11.7% 3.8% 26% 23% 23% 1.2% 0.7% 1.4% 0.9% 0.5%
Tempe, Arizona 05% 00% 05% 445% ] 64% 00% 05% 7.7% 245% 245% 145% 41% 32% 1.8% 0.9% 0.9% 0.5% 0.9% 0.5% 0.0%
Scottsdale, Arizona 03% 00% 565% 00% | 24% 00% 00% 18% 93% 123% 123% 10.2% 6.0% 54% 5.7% 5.4% 2.7% 6.0% 2.1% 1.2%
Waterioo, Ontario 0.0% 0.0% 421% 00% | 1.5% 00% 0.0% 00% 12% 93% 23.2% 158% 131% 8.1% 5.8% 3.9% 3.5% 3.9% 23% 0.0%
Cambyidge, Ontario 00% 00% 03% 412% | 29% 00% 03% 03% 42% 173% 27.1% 124% 108% 56% 0.7% 13% 1.0% 1.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Walnut Valley, California 05% 00% 508% 00% | 21% 03% 03% 0.0% 00% 05% 1.6% 9.4% 16.3% 14.7% 11.5% 10.2% 6.1% 8.0% 4.3% 1.9%
Las Virgenes, California 12% 00% 553% 00% | 1.2% 0.0% 00% 05% 02% 05% 05% 02% 20% 44% 3.9% 42% 4.9% 10.3% 9.0% 9.5%
Lompoc, California 00% 00% 06% 388% | 81% 00% 04% 0.6% 15% 13.7% 328% 163% 103% 24% 1.1% 1.1% 0.6% 0 4% 0.2% 0.0%
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Summary of mail survey responses AWWARF Residential End Use Study
Qisa I Q16b Qiéc Qi6d Qi6e Qief
no sprinkling s n-ground front yard in-ground back yard drip irrigation soaker hose hose wisprinkler hand held hose

YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO
Boulder, Colorado 7.4% 92.6% 47.1%  529% | 43.6% 56.4% 1.1% 88.7% 12.0% 88.0% 52.5% 47.5% 27.7% 72.3%
Denver, Colorado 9.7% 20.1% 47.2% 528% | 44.2% 55.8% 5.2% 94.9% 8.8% 91.2% 45.1% 54.9% 251% 74.9%
Eugene, Oregon 9.4% 90.6% 27.8% 722% | 24.7% 75.3% 4.9% 95.1% 20.2% 79.8% 58.0% 42.0% 35.5% 684.5%
Seattle, Washington 14.7% 85.3% 12.5% 87.5% 10.3% 89.7% 5.0% 95.0% 17.3% 82.7% 59.8% 40.2% 48.7% 51.3%
San Diego, California 10.6% 89.4% 53.7% 46.3% | 46.7% 53.3% 15.8% 84.2% 8.5% 91.5% 27.2% 72.8% 421% 57.9%
‘Tampa, Florida 23.5% 76.5% 31.7%  68.3% 23.0% 77.0% 2.2% 97.8% 3.3% 86.7% 24.9% 75.1% 36.1% 63.9%
Phoenix, Arizona 14.1% 85.9% 35.4% 64.6% | 41.5% 58.5% 31.7% 68.3% 5.9% 94.1% 21.6% 78.4% 30.3% 89.7%
Tempe, Arizona 8.6% 91.4% 445% 555% | 51.8% 48.2% 36.8% 63.2% 4.5% 85.5% 24.1% 75.89% 23.6% 76.4%
Scottsdale, Arizona 5.7% 94.3% 46.5% 53.5% 50.8% 49.2% 52.3% 47.7% 5.4% 94.6% 15.0% 85.0% 26.4% 73.6%
Waterloo, Ontasio 13.1% 86.9% 3.1% 56.9% 2.7% 97.3% 0.4% 99.6% 8.9% 91.1% 58.7% 41.3% 43.8% 50.2%
Cambridge, Ontario 14.1% 35.9% 2.6% 97 4% 1.6% 98.4% 0.7% 99.3% 7.8% 92.2% 63.1% 36.9% 48.7% 51.3%
Walnut Vailey, California 51% 94.9% 78.9% 20.1% | 70.1% 29.9% 11.5% 88.5% 43% 95.7% 18.4% 81.6% 35.3% 64.7%
Las Virgenes, California 4.9% 95.1% 85.8% 142% | 80.0% 20.0% 22.5% 77.5% 7.6% 92.4% 13.2% 86.8% 35.0% 65.0%
Lompoc, California 13.7% 86.3% 499% 501% ) 355% 64.5% 15.8% 84.2% 6.0% 94.0% 37.5% 62.5% 42.8% 57.2%

Q39 Q40
market value of house § highest level of education

<A0699  <TA9989 U899  <=imillion D.Know NR <HS HighSch. <Bach. Bach. Masters  Doctor. NR
Boulder, Colorado 2.0% 2.0% 0.2% 0.2% 4.6% 5.7% 0.7% 6.1% NA 44.7% 27.0% 19.4% 22%
Denves, Colorado 0.0% 13% 0.0% 0.2% 5.6% 3.9% 5.6% 17.2% 24.5% 27.9% 16.3% 5.4% 3.2%
Eugene, Oregon 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.3% 0.0% 4.7% 21.2% 29.0% 231% 12.9% 6.9% 2.2%
Seattie, Washington 0.8% 0.0% 1.2% 0.6% 6.0% 0.0% 4.2% 14.3% 22.3% 34.2% 14.5% 8.2% 2.2%
San Diego, California 1.7% 0.0% 0.2% 0.4% 5.0% 0.0% 5.6% 13.7% 30.5% 24.7% 14.3% 8.3% 2.9%
Tampa, Flotida 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.3% 7.4% 0.0% 12.6% 2514% 24.3% 19.4% 9.3% 3.8% 5.5%
HPhoenix, Arizona 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.2% 2.8% 0.0% T7% 18.1% 34.7% 20.9% 8.9% 6.3% 3.3%
Tempe, Arizona 0.0% 0.5% _0.0% 0.0% 2.7% 5.8% 2.7% 11.4% 25.0% 30.9% 15.9% 8.6% 5.5%
Scottsdale, Arizona 0.9% 0.0% 21% 0.6% 2.7% 0.0% 21% 10.8% 24.3% 37.8% 15.6% 6.3% 3.0%
Waterioo, Ontario 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 4.2% 0.0% 10.8% 18.5% 23.2% 27.8% 6.6% 6.9% 6.2%
Gambyidge, Ontario 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 0.3% 6.5% 6.9% 20.3% 25.5% 242% 16.3% 3.3% 2.0% 8.5%
Walnut Valley, Californla 1.1% 0.0% 0.3% 0.8% 3.7% 0.0% 2.9% 14.7% 29.7% 33.4% 142% 27% 2.4%
Las Virgenes, California 6.6% 0.0% 8.8% 51% 6.4% 0.0% 0.7% 7.6% 222% 31.5% 18.3% 14.4% 5.1%
ll_moc, California 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.6% 0.0% 5.8% 19.3% 36.2% 21.4% 8.8% 2.6% 6 0%
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Sumimaty of mall sinvey rasponses AWWARF Residentiel End Use Study
Q16h Q17 Qis
other operation of front yard in-grounsd sprinkier system operation of back yard in-ground sprinkier system
YES NO None Hand Timer D.Know NR None Hand Timer D.Know NR
Bouldef, Colorado 1.5% 98.5% 45.8% 12.2% 36.2% 0.0% 5.9% 48.2% 10.2% 34.4% 0.2% 7.0%
Denves, Colorado 0.6% 99.4% 48.3% 4.9% 42.7% 0.4% 3.7% 49.4% 3.9% 41.0% 0.4% 5.4%
Eugene, Oregon 1.4% 98.6% 63.7% 10.4% 18.0% 0.4% 7.5% 67.3% 8.8% 16.3% 0.2% 7.5%
Seattie, Washington 2.4% 97.6% 79.9% 3.2% 9.3% 0.0% 7.6% 79.9% 3.0% 8.5% 0.0% 8.7%
San Diego, California 2.7% 97.3% 40.7% 21.6% 35.1% 0.4% 23% 48.8% 18.5% 30.5% 0.8% 1.5%
Tampa, Florida 11% 98.9% 63.7% 14.2% 17.8% 1.1% 3.3% 72.4% 9.3% 14.5% 0.8% 3.0%
jPhoenix, Arizona 1.6% 98.4% 52.8% 11.3% 31.2% 0.7% 4.0% 49.8% 9.9% 36.4% 0.2% 3.8%
Tempe, Arizona 2.3% 97.7% 45.0% 14.5% 35.5% 0.5% 4.5% 41.4% 12.7% 42.3% 0.9% 27%
Scottsdale, Arizona 0.6% 99.4% 29.1% 9.3% 571% 0.9% 3.6% 28.2% 7.2% 61.0% 0.3% 3.3%
Waterico, Ontario 3.14% 96.9% 83.4% 0.4% 2.7% 0.4% 13.1% 83.4% 0.0% 27% 0.8% 13.1%
Cambridge, Ontario 1.6% 98.4% 87.6% 1.6% 1.0% 0.3% 9.5% 88.6% 0.7% 1.0% 0.0% 9.8%
Walnut Valley, California 0.5% 99.5% 13.1% 28.1% 57.0% 0.0% 1.9% 22.2% 22.7% 51.9% 0.0% 3.2%
Las Virgenes, Califommia 1.5% 98.5% 10.5% 11.5% 76.0% 0.5% 1.5% 14.4% 10.8% 72.1% 0.2% 2.4%
Lompoc, California 1.9% 98.1% 441% 27.0% 25.7% 0.4% 2.3% 57.6% 19.3% 18.7% 0.4% 3.0%
Q41
gross annual income $
<10000 <1999 <29899  <399%9  <49399 <59999  <69933 <79399  <B99SI <35998  <115883 <1299395
1.3% 4.4% 6.5% 7.3% 11.3% 8.5% 8.5% 8.7% 8.3% 4.6% 8.3% 1.7%
4.9% 9.2% 9.7% 10.7% 11.4% 7.5% 9.0% 7.5% 3.4% 3.7% 3.0% 0.6%
5.3% 10.8% 16.3% 12.0% 11.4% 9.2% 6.9% 6.7% 25% 2.0% 2.0% 0.4%
1.6% 6.0% 9.1% 105% 11.3% 8.9% 9.1% 7.2% 4.4% 2.8% 2.8% 2.2%
3.3% 10.4% 9.3% 12.4% 8.7% 8.5% 7.9% 3.5% 5.0% 33% 4.1% 1.5%
8.5% 16.7% 11.2% 11.2% 9.3% 7.9% 3.3% 3.0% 2.7% 22% 1.1% 0.8%
2.6% 9.2% 11.5% 12.7% 11.5% 10.3% 6.6% 3.3% 3.8% 21% 3.3% 0.7%
0.9% 2.3% 9.1% 7.7% 9.5% 12.7% 10.0% 7.3% 1.7% 41% 3.6% 1.4%
0.3% 2.7% 4.2% 8.1% 8.7% 6.9% 6.3% 8.0% 3.0% 3.3% 6.0% 1.5%
0.0% 3.1% 3.9% 8.9% 6.6% 10.0% 8.5% 77% 5.4% 3.9% 3.5% 1.9%
0.7% 6.2% 42% 7.8% 11.8% 11.8% 10.5% 7.8% 29% 3.9% 3.8% 0.3%
0.5% 1.9% 4.8% §5.9% 7.8% 9.9% 12.8% 10.7% 5.3% 5.3% 7.2% 2.4%
1.7% 1.2% 1.5% 3.4% 42% 3.4% 3.4% 59% 42% 10.80% 5.13% 3.42%
4.1% 7.9% 11.3% 12.8% 9.6% 10.7% 8.1% 6.6% 3.4% 2.8% 2.1% 0.2%
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Summary of mail suivey responses

AWWARF Residential End Use Study

Qi Q2o
type of soil or rain sensor shut off device (SOD) landscape appearance score (5 = best)
NoSpkir. NoSOD ScilSeas Raim3ens SciliRain  D.Kaow NR 1 2 -3 4 5 MR
Boulder, Colorado 47.7% 39.4% 0.4% 6.5% 0.4% 31% 8.3% 3.7% 11.6% 30.5% 38.6% 13.1% 2.6%
Denver, Colorado 50.2% 36.5% 0.6% 1.1% 0.0% 5.4% 6.2% 2.2% 6.9% 32.8% 39.9% 13.1% 5.2%
Eugene, Oregon 67.6% 16.1% 0.0% 0.4% 0.4% 2.0% 13.5% 3.9% 11.6% 29.2% 32.7% 171% 5.1%
Saattle, Washington 80.1% 8.0% 0.0% 0.6% 0.2% 1.2% 8.8% 42% 13.9% 33.4% 32.0% 131% 3.0%
San Diego, California 53.3% 30.9% 0.2% 23% 0.8% 5.6% 6.8% 5.4% 13.9% 26.6% 32.2% 16.8% 4.4%
Tampa, Florida 73.5% 12.0% 0.0% 46% 0.0% 3.6% 6.3% 10.4% 14.2% 31.7% 21.6% 11.2% 9.6%
Phoenix, Arizona 52.6% 34.3% 0.9% 0.5% 0.2% 4.5% 7.0% 45% 13.6% 275% 3.5% 19.0% 5%
Tempe, Arizona 48.6% 35.0% 0.9% 1.8% 0.0% 5.0% 8.6% 41% 7.3% 25.9% 36.4% 19.5% 6.8%
Scottsdale, Arizona 30.6% 50.8% 1.2% 21% 0.6% 8.7% 6.0% 2.4% 4.8% 19.2% 36.9% 33.3% 3.3%
Waterioo, Ontario 82.2% 1.2% 0.4% 1.2% 0.0% 0.4% 14.7% 27% 9.7% 31.7% 42.1% 8.1% 5.8%
Cambyidge, Ontario 88.2% 0.7% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 10.5% 3.9% 10.5% 39.9% 28.8% 8.5% 8.5%
Walnut Valley, California 31.3% 47.3% 0.5% 2.7% 1.3% 5.9% 11.0% 0.8% 5.9% 30.5% 40.4% 19.5% 2.9%
Las Virgenas, Califarnia 25.2% 58.4% 0.2% 4.2% 0.7% 49% 6.4% 27% 4.6% 15.9% 38.9% 34.2% 3.7%
Lompoc, California 56.7% 24.0% 0.2% 1.1% 0.4% 4.3% 13.3% 2.8% 10.9% 27.2% 31.5% 22.7% 4.9%
Q41
gross annual income $
<139959  <143339  <169999  <169399  <173393  <183939  <198839 >=200000 D.Know RR

Bouldes, Colorado 1.1% 0.7% 2.0% 0.7% 0.2% 0.0% 0.4% 1.3% 57% 10.0%

Denvey, Colorado 0.2% 0.9% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4% 0.0% 0.6% 1.7% 5.4% 9.2%

Eugene, Oregon 0.6% 0.6% 0.0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 31% 9.4%

Seattie, Washington 1.6% 1.0% 0.2% 0.8% 0.4% 0.2% 0.3% 0.0% 4.2% 127%

San Diego, California 0.6% 0.4% 1.0% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 56% 11.6%

Tampa, Florida 0.3% 0.0% 0.8% 11% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% TA% 115%

Phoenix, Arizona 1.6% 0.5% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 4.2% 13.6%

Tempe, Asizona 1.4% 1.4% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 5.9%

Scoltsdale, Arizona 2.7% 1.5% 1.5% 21% 0.9% 0.0% 0.6% 03% 7.5% 16.8%

Watertoo, Ontario 3.1% 27% 0.4% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 27% 9.7% 17.4%

Cambridge, Ontario 1.3% 13% 0.0% 03% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 3.8%

Walnut Vailey, California 2.4% 27% 13% 1.1% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 1.9% 5.8% 9.4%

Las Virgenes, California 3.67% 1.22% 2.93% 2.20% 1.47% 1.71% 0.49% 18.1% 6.8% 132%

Lompoc, California 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 4.9% 13.9%
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Summayy of mall swivey respanses AWWARF Residentiel End Use Study
Q21 Qz2
car wash frequency driveway cleaning frequency
Never <1/mon. 1/month 2Umonth 1iweek >1iweek D.Know NR Never <lmon. 1/month 2/month f/week >1/iweek D.Know NR
Boulder, Colorado 44.2% 37.9% 8.3% 5.9% 2.4% 0.0% 1.1% 0.2% 53.4% 35.3% 7.2% 1.5% 1.3% 0.0% 1.1% 0.2%
Denvey, Colorado 42.5% 33.5% 12.0% 9.4% 22% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 36.7% 41.9% 10.7% 4.5% 4.5% 0.2% 0.9% 0.6%
Eugene, Oregon 20.8% 36.9% 16.1% 16.5% 7.3% 0.4% 1.0% 1.2% 27.6% 46.7% 13.7% 5.9% 2.4% 0.6% 1.6% 1.6%
Seattle, Washington 26.0% 42.3% 14.9% 11.9% 3.6% 0.2% 0.8% 0.4% 48.7% 40.0% 5.6% 20% 1.0% 0.2% 1.4% 0.0%
San Diego, California 36.3% 29.5% 15.4% 12.4% 5.4% 0.0% 0.6% 0.4% 50.0% 30.3% 8.5% 3.7% 4.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0.8%
Tampa, Florida 32.8% 32.8% 14.5% 11.5% 6.3% 0.5% 0.5% 11% 48.5% 31.7% 7.9% 4.4% 3.3% 0.3% 22% 0.8%
fv_._o!..vr Arizona 35.9% 31.9% 15.3% 1M1.7% 3.8% 0.2% 1.2% 0.0% 23.2% 44.1% 16.0% 9.9% 4.5% 0.9% 1.2% 0.2%
Tempe, Arizona 26.4% 36.4% 17.7% 8.6% 1.7% 0.5% 0.9% 1.8% 28.6% 39.1% 15.5% 9.1% 5.5% 0.5% 0.5% 1.4%
Scottsdale, Arizona 42.9% 28.2% 13.8% 9.6% 45% 0.0% 0.6% 0.3% 23.1% 42.0% 18.6% 9.3% 5.4% 1.2% 0.0% 0.3%
Watetloo, Ontario 22.0% 34.7% 22.8% 11.2% 5.0% 0.8% 0.8% 27% 48.0% 38.2% 7.3% 2.7% 12% 0.0% 0.0% 1.5%
Cambeidge, Ontario 25.2% 29.7% 17.0% 13.4% 11.1% 0.0% 13% 23% 45.8% 35.0% 8.8% 4.6% 2.3% 0.0% 1.0% 1.6%
Walnut Valley, California 20.3% 30.5% 16.3% 21.7% 9.6% 0.0% 0.3% 1.3% 24.6% 40.4% 15.0% 10.4% 5.6% 1.9% 0.5% 1.6%
Las Virgenes, California 40.8% 25.7% 13.0% 13.4% 5.6% 0.5% 0.0% 1.0% 32.0% 33.5% 12.2% 8.6% 12.0% 1.2% 0.2% 0.2%
Lompac, California 26.1% 27.6% 18.8% 18.0% 7.5% 0.0% 0.9% 1.1% 50.3% 33.6% 7.9% 3.0% 2.6% 0.2% 1.1% 1.3%

Boulder, Colorado
Denver, Colorado
Eugene, Oregon
Seattle, Washington
San Diego, California
Tampa, Florida
Lv._oo&.x. Arizona
Tempe, Arizona
Scottsdale, Arizona

Las Virgenes, California
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t—-ogoﬂ« California
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Summary of mail survey responsas AWWARF Residential End Use Study
Q23
swimming pool size
# pools | No Pool Length Wi Average Depth
Msan Mode Median Mean Mode Madian Mean Mode Median
Boulder, Colorado 5 88.5% 39.2 40 40 16.4 20 16 5 4 5
Denver, Colorado 7 88.8% 283 NA 27 16.43 10 17 457 5 5
Eugene, Otegon 12 87.5% 14.7 12.0 12.0 1243 120 120 3.63 3.0 3.0
Seattie, Washington 12 89.5% 26.6 320 320 1414 16.0 155 4.36 5.0 5.0
San Diego, California 46 84.9% 30.8 30.0 30.0 15.28 120 150 541 5.0 5.0
Tampa, Florida 50 80% 26.9 30.0 30.0 15.2 15.0 15.0 52 40 5.0
Phoenix, Arizona 146 58.7% 29.3 30.0 30.0 15.5 15.0 150 56 40 5.0
Tempe, Arizona 72 57.3% 30.5 30 30 15.8 15.0 15.0 57 5.0 5.0
Scotisdale, Arizona 148 42.6% 29.7 30 30 15.1 15.0 15.0 53 5.0 5.0
Waterloo, Ontario 18 92.7% 32.0 32 32 16.4 16.0 16.0 5.1 50 5.0
Cambridge, Ontario 26 91.5% 290 32 32 178 16 16 54 40 5.0
'Walnut Valley, California 98 73.8% 29.7 30 30 16.0 15 15 6.1 6.0 6.0
Las Virgenes, California 223 45.5% 32.4 30 33 16.2 20 16 57 6.0 5.0
Lompoc, California 4 91.4% 32.8 30 33 15.0 #N/A 16 4.8 4.0 4.5

Denvey, Colorado
Eugene, Oregon
Seattie, Washington
San Diego, California
‘Tampa, Florida
Phoenix, Arizona
Tempe, Arizona
Scotisdale, Arizona
Waterioo, Ontario
Cambridge, Ontario
Walnut Valley, California
Las Virgenes, California
Lompoc, California

lBT)ulder, Colorado
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